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."'.... THE IKKER UNITY OF M^SISM-IJEMIHISM . 

! '.''"': IH TEE WOI^ OF ITS CIASSICS 

- Czechoslovakia - 

[Following is a translation of an article 'by' 
Indrich Srovnal in the Czech-language periodical 
Nova Mysl (The New Thought), Prague, No. kt 

i^pril I960, pages 383-395.3 

, To fulfill the task of completing the building of socialise 
as it has "been laid before our people by the 11th. Congress of 
tho KSC (Communist Party of Czechoslovakia), is to fill the ob- 
jective social process—the practical development of which affects, 
starting with economics, all socially important spheres of life--with 
conscious activity of the working masses. With the growing initiative 
of the masses, the cognitive activity of the party and its Central 
Committee, -without which a purposeful control of social processes 
would he unthinkable, assumes an ever greater significance. The 
policy of the Communist Party reaches into all social spheres, 
and yet in all its diversifications this policy is internally 
uniform; it is a manifestation of the united will which expresses 
the fundamental interests of the working people. The theoretical 
foundation of this internal unity of policy is the integral teaching 
of Marxism-Leninism. Only with this method and oil its firm founda- 
tion can the party, widely teaching rich experiences, sot forth 
aims for the practical activities of the masses. :But together with. 
the growth of a variety of social processes which must be penetrated 
in all their aspects, and together With the development of the 
cognitive and directive role of the party in various spheres of 
social life, grow also the demands for conscious deepening and 
theoretical solidification of the inner unity of the three parts 
of Marxism-Leninism. .The practical party workers are very well 
aware of this fact,';but theoretical workers do not always fully 
realize it. 

*  *  *- 

"Marx was the continuer and the genius completer Of the 
three main currents of 19th Century thought which belong to the 
throe most advanced countries of the worldJ the classic German 
philosophy, the classic English political economy, and French v 

socialism, together with French'revolutionary ideas in general." 
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In these words Lenin characterizes the ideological contents of 
Marxism in Ms article "Karl Marx." He also emphasizes here a 
"remarkable thoroughness and integrity" of the works of Marx. 
(V. I. Lenin, Works, Vol. 21, p. kh.) 

When wo have in mind the endeavors of Marx and Engels to 
transcend German classic philosophy, then we speak about the revo- 
lutionary turn in philosophy. But wo can speak with equal right 
about Marx's and Engels' revolutionary turn in the history of 
economic theory and in the development of socialist and communist 
teachings. In this sense we then understand Marx's and Engels' 
works as a "direct and immediate continuation of the teachings of 
tho greatest representatives of philosophy, political economy, and 
socialism." (V. I. Lenin, Works, Vol. 19, p. 11.) 

Tho revolution of Marx and Engels, as it was carried out 
in those three most important currents of European thought, is the 
work of their genius. It could never have been realized, however, 
had not this genius of the modern science of society been in the 
service of the revolutionary movement of the proletariat. Thus, 
Marx's and Engels* critical transcendence of ideological precursors 
assumes in the development of society an epochal significance inas- 
much as it is itself a result of the actual process of history. 
Tho founders of Marxism have succeeded, from the positions of tho 
proletariat, not only in creating a qualitatively now science of 
society but also in preserving the theoretical wealth of the most 
valuable results of social thinking. The work of Marx and Engels is, 
therefore, not only a testimony that tho road to victory of the 
proletariat may bo lit with the beacon of social development, but 
also a testimony that the preceding most important social teachings, 
which failed to comprehend the historical mission of the proletariat, 
have gradually lost contact with this real historical process. 
Tho revolutionary change which Marx and Engels have effected in 
philosophy, political economy, and socialist doctrine signifies 
therefore, at tho same time, that those doctrines could not have 
further developed and intensified on their own basis in tho direction 
of lending scientific understanding to social developmont and its 
driving forces. 

The German classic philosophy, aB a philosophical source of 
Marxism, achieved its apex in the system of Hegel. All previous 
philosophical teachings were consciously retained in it in the 
"abolished" form, and Hogel's philosophy, as the crowning peak of 
all preceding philosophical thinking, presented its claim to abso- 
lute knowledge. Hegel's philosophical self-confidence was supposedly, 
according to Hegelian system, an expression of tho consciousness of 
the universal spirit which, looking at tho history of the world 
as the result of its own work, reverts back to itself as an absolute 
idea. A political equivalent of this triumphal return to pure 
idea which had passed through the purgatory of tho material world 
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was to "be the Prussian state--"God's march on earüb.  Hegel a 
objectively idealistic Premise and apologetic <^iMi^f *2Lt_ 
as the Prussia* social conditions were concerned, formhere a unity» 
The very historical development of the preceding period was,  - 
however, reproduced in Hegel's system as: a dialectic movement^ ? 
movement guided by its inner law ^d proceed^ in^contradictxon,. 
Thus, because it pictured the lawfulness of the^pattorn of do/elop-- 
merit of world spirit, Hegel captured in a hazy form the dialeotica.. 
laws of actual social history. "What frequently oecurrs pn a^ ,. 
different level In the natural sciences happened^^f1'?^. 
a relatively false hypothesis often stimulates thinking,+althoygh 
in the effort to vindicate this hypothesis at any cost its true 
results are distorted. ^ , ^iV .P^+W,*. 

HogDl's unquestionable achievement is that he further, 
elaborated the active aspects of man in relation to nature and^; 
society. However, the more he reduced man to mere conscxousness 
andtho subject of his activity to a mere idea, the more_he-Jjob-, 
orated this aspect; as Marx has shown in his "Theses on Feuerbach 
in the' abstract sense only. .  X   „'* 

The fundamental contradictions between man and nature, .and 
the contradictions within society itself, which appear in Hegejl-s 
worksunder the cover of estrangement, are for this philosopher^ 
spiritual contradictions the solution of which is again a matte, 
of Cognitive functions of the spirit. Self.consciousness as an 
expression of the active essence of man is for Hegel, therefore 
not a consciousness of the actual conditions of existence of^man 
hut1 an'expression of .an abstract mode of knowledge,, a companion to 
an equally abstract notion of freedom. ; -'v ; : •    : '• v' . _ 

Bourgeois philosophy has thus in the monumental work of E^gel 
succeeded in making abundantly clear the contradictions of its own 
social foundation, and in presenting a mystified method-of solving 

"": ' Marx's critical process of transcending JiegeJ, begins wit/i 
the period when Marx published his first articles ir. the K^in^ch^ 
Zeitung and in essence culminates in Marx's »Introduction to .be 
Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Eight and Law," Marx's artica.es 
in the Rheinische Zeintung represent, from the point of view of 
revolutionary changes in philosophy, criticism of various aspects 

'"<yp precisely those German social conditions for which Hegel was 
an apologist in their purest Prussian form. Marx's articles in tao 
Eheinischo^eitung can, therefore, be viewed as a preparatory wor." 
for the criticlslTof Hegel's philosophy, and all the more, importa-:,':. 
because the criticism was based not on material of abstract 
philosophy but on facts of life. Marx, still from the position c. 
a revolutionary democrat, began here for the first time to clarrfy 
for himself the role of popular masses in history. , 



The roal critical act of crossing svords with Hegel's 
philosophy takes place only later in Marx's criticism of Hegel's 
philosophy of right and law. -Here Marx, inspired "by the method of 
Feuorbach's criticism of religious alienation of man, for the first 
time shows the fallacy of Hegel's idealistic starting point: the 
true subject of history is the people, and not tho idea and its . 
nearest manifestations -- the rulor and tho state.     ' 

If in the Rheinische Zeintung articles Marx opposes tho pre- 
vailing social conditions in their practical form, here ho comes 
out for tho first time against the fullest theoretical defense of 
them. Marx's criticism of Hegel's legal philosophy, therefore, 
constitutes a decisive turning point: hero Marx for the first time 
separates himself from the "bourgeois ideology. 

This procoss takes final shape, so far as philosophical anpoits 
are concerned, in Marx's "Introduction to the Critique of Eogel's 
Philosophy of Eight and Lav." With this work Marx definitely places 
himself, in the process of elaborating a qualitatively new concopt of 
the world, against all bourgeois philosophy. Marx, and almost sim- 
ultaneously and independently Engels, passes on to the position of 
the working class. Tho subject of liberation of society, the 
vehicle for overcoming the conditions of exploitation, will bo tho 
working class. Only this class, owing to its objective position jn 
the system of bourgeois social relations, can be tho vehicle of 
emancipation of all people. 

Marx's discovery of the working class as the subject of 
revolutionary change of social conditions is tho nucleus out of which 
grow, together with historical materialism, Marxist political economy 
and scientific socialism. It is accompanied by a discovery of the 
now importance and contents of human activity and at the same time .- 
a discovery of the material nature of objective social relations. 

The proof of the historical mission of the working class ie, 
in tho "Introduction to the Critiquo of Hegel's Philosophy of 
Eight and Law," presented in philosophical terms, just as a little 
later in Marx's and Engels» "Holy Family." This hypothesis is 
during the further development confirmed by the practice of class 
struggle of the proletariat. Proof of the historical mission of 
tho prolotariat, demonstrated by means of a special scienco of 
society, came, as Lenin showod, only vith Marx's Capital. At this 
time Marx proceeds from tho realization that the class of proletarian- 
as tho remotest pole of human self-estrangement is a negative part 
of bourgeois society and will not, for this reason, combine with 
its revolutionary victory any of tho material conditions of permanent 
preservation of its own class supromacy. 

Tho class of proletarians, standing against the prevalent 
conditions of bourgeois society, being the objective conditions wtiofc 
had developed in an elemental process, are destroying these conditions 
by their practical revolutionary activity. In its process tho object 
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(social relations) and eventhe subject itself (the working class) 
undergo changes. The practical activity falls hero into or© with 
the revolution/which in the mature teachings of Marxism hears 
the name of socialist revolution.. Mori's discovery of the histori- 
cal mission of• the working class, historically a new understanding 
of the praotical activity, and the rise of tho materialist conception 
of history as a historical nucleus of the whole Marxist philosophy 
form a unity. Only following this historical discovery can Marx 
formulate his famous "Theses on Fouerbach" -- another important step 
in the development of Marxism — which is no longer a criticism of 
idealistic philosophy but a criticism of inconsistencies of pro- 
Marxian materialism. 

Pre-Marxian materialism/ though it has always "been closely 
connected with natural sciences, understood to its own advantage the 
practical importance of human material activity only insofar as 
this activty could make the best use of natural sources for the 
satisfaction of fixed and unalterable human heeds. Man was in its 
eyes a passive product, of nature which is in its essence unchangeahJe- 
It did not understand that the masses of producers, "because of the 
fact that they change nature, are also changing themselves, tho 
content and extent of their needs, that they change tho whole society. 

The social existence itself was Marx's discovery of the his- 
torical role of tho working class comprehended as the. object of pur- 
poseful practical human activity. This actual subject'/ then, this 
ohjoct, becomes tho foundation of all social relations -- the pro- 
duction relations. The purposeful activity aiming at thö transforma- 
tion of these production relations is a practical/ material, aiii 
revolutionary activity. It is a social revolution and its subject 
is tho revolutionary proletariat. The task of/critical and revolu- 
tionary .social science is for Marx and Engels, then, to justify 
scientifically the historical mission of the proletariat and to pro- 
vide it, proceeding from its experiences, with a practical program., 
strategy/ and tactics for its struggle. 

Without the existence of the revolutionary Working class it 
would not even he possible to link dialectics with materialise!. 
It is precisely/in the teachings of Marx and Engels about the his- 
torical role of the working class and in their subsequent scientific 
proof of the inevitable fall of capitalism and rise of socialism 
that materialist dialectics, historical materialism, political ' 
economy, and scientific socialism merge into one Whole. Material!-/; 
dialectics "becomes at the same tike  a general method of all parts of 
'Marxism.'. 

Tho rise of tho materialist conception of history thus some- 
what antedates the rise of the other parts of Marxism. Its rise 
then brings .along, at least in a nuclous, the rise of the remaining 
parts of Marxism. If, as V. I. Lonin says, "The main point of 

5 - 



Marxist teaching is ... its explanation of the vorId«vide role 
of the proletariat as the creator of socialist society" (V. I. Lenin, 
Works, Vol. 18, p. 583), then all three of its component parts 
serve this purpose in Marxism in equal measure. 

. If the historical mission of the vorking class is determined 
by its ob^sctive position in the system of "bourgeois social relations 
which develop in an elemental way as a natural historical process, 
it would he first of all necessary to examine this system of rela- 
tions and the lavs of its movement. The transition of Marx and 
Engels to the position of the working class necessitates an examina- 
tion of the economic foundation of social relations — the production 
relations. The first prerequisite of this study vas the critical 
re-examination of earlier theories of political economy. The first 
results of this critical duel with English bourgeois political 
economy 'are found in MarxVEconomic and Philosophical Manuscripts" 
and the early works of Engels from England. 

Hegel's philosophy purports to show the real share of Germans 
in earlier history; it reduces human vork to thinking, and man to 
consciousness. English political economy in its most mature form 
looked upon man as the producer of commodities vho participates 
in social relations only insofar as he exchanges these commodities. 
If Hegel subordinates social development to the general laws of 
movement, of objective spirit for vhich men are mere instruments, 
English political economy subordinates the social movement forever 
to the laws of commodity economy in which men participate as owners 
of commodities; "this alienated form of social relations" — Marx 
says in his notes on James Mill--"political economy accepts as 
fundamental and primary and as corresponding to the mission of man- 
kind. Political economy -- as well as the real movement -- accepts 
as the starting point the relation of man to man, as private owner to 
private owner." (MEGA III, page 537 [presumably Mcrx and Engel3, 
Gesammelte Werke -- Collected Works ]). Private property was a 
theoretical foundation and an unchangeable category of English 
political economy. Mcrx, just as Engels before him, criticized 
English political economy as a theoretical expression of the existins 
conditions of the mature English capitalist society. Thence the 
criticism "by Marx and Engels of the inhuman nature of these teaching«. 
The consistent viewpoint of the proletariat makes it possible for 
Marx and Engels, in distinction to earlier socialists, to disclose 
the contradictory nature of private. as the foundation of class 
antagonism in bourgeois society. In his "Economic and thilosophical 
Manuscripts" Marx sets the grandiose task of scientific criticism 
of the economic foundation of bourgeois social relations: " ... to 
understand the fundamental interrelationship between private 
property and the greedy pursuit of profit, the separation between 
the work of capital and landed property, the link betwoen exchange 
and competition, "between the value of man and his depreciation, 
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hetween monopoly end competition, etc., between all these ^^-ticns 
and the monetary system»    (MEGA III, V-Bß &K ^ ^^C^f 
criticism of English political economy Marx then er^^™ 
the nein of Engels, methodological prerequisites for.subsequent 
systeSic completion of the labor theory of value, for uncovering 
tne origin of surplus value and the development of <W±P*-     .   _ 

Sfcrx's criticism of bourgeois political economy, in the cou...... 
of which Marx ascertains the economic foundations ^he^social 
position end the mission of the working clues,  is a criticism of 
Stual estrangement of man as producer under the bougeois system 
of private ownership of the means of production.    This cri^xcxsm 
is ^therefore, a direct continuation of Marx's criticism^of the 
idealistic foundation of Hegel's philosophy where the iae~ of 
estrangement, used as a universal category,  is conceived of as. 
a purely cognitive matter. ■_ .■   ^ ,vo1V+*nn For Marx, abolition of human estrangement means abolition_ 
of objective conditions sedating the results of human .^«>£ 
its very process as if pertains to the real producer^-- the worker. 
To abolish this separation, therefore, is to expropriate «"■; 
capitalists/; it. is a revolution in the course of which the proletariat 
takes over by force the means of production. -■ 

Marx's criticism of bourgeois political economy would not 
he possible without the preceding philosophical ».ftlitaji^naj «g 
social role of material practice which produces *iot+only goods out 
rlso objective social conditions.    This criticism itself, wnich 
disclosis the true role of human labor in the rise and development 
of capitalism, retroactively enriched Marx's Thilosophy, it e^- 
pandel the knowledge of the relation of man to the ^f^^" 
tions of hie existence -conditions which are not merely .^1 
hut also social as an objective product of human activity.    Thus, 
the rise of Marxist political economy as a special science w..s ~» 
the same time an unfolding of Marxist philosophy.^      _   _ 

An all-round unfolding of materialist teaching of the c.u-Sb 
struggle of the proletariat as a product of capitalist production 
rel^ons    of  its aims and culmination in socialist revolution, 
ws tö Mcrxtnd Engels, first of all, a matter of scientific socialism. 

IcienSfic socialism as an organic part of Marxism arises on 
the besis of examination of the previous development cf class 
struggles and a critical re-evaluation of Utopian socialism, vulgar 
communism, and pre-Marxist theories of class strugg:le. _ 

Pre-Mrrx.st Utopian socialism, which in its criticism pro- 
ceeded from the "manifestations of inner antagon«n^?P*j^e £ 
bourgeois society, wes invented as a ready -made pL.n of h.rmonxoud 
arraSement of social relations.    The great pre~Marx«t^opia,* 
wmteö to.:teach the workers to live according to their own iae-s. 

: Between their illusory plan and the life and practice of the   . 
proletarian m-sses was a vast gap.    The only briage ^J-^f 
the reality and the goal was to be the power of example and -uhe 



human capability of careful imit .tion.    The aim seemed; as it 
happens, as a rule, closer when it was'worked out in the minutest 
detail.    The theoretical impossibility of Utopian socialism was 
proved "by Marx and Engels in the Communist Manifesto..    Utopian 
socialism did not even come close to discovering the material 
conditions for'realization of its -ims, nor did it discover a cer- 
tain class whose historical mission would he to make socialism 
come true.    The proletariat,  in whose name Utopian socialists often 
spoke, was for these advocates of justice a mere pitiful exploited 
victim and not a revolutionary subject of liberation of the 
working masses. 

Addressing such Utopians as Owen and Fourier, Marx wrote in 
his "Theses on Feuerbach" the following:    "The materialist doctrine 
that men are products of environment and upbringing and that, 
therefore,  changed men are products of other environments and 
changed upbringing, forgets that it is men who change the environ- 
ment and that the educator must himself be educated.    Hence, this 
doctrine necessarily arrives at dividing society into two parts, 
of which one is superior to society... The coincidence of the 
changing of circumstances and of human activity can be conceived 
and rationally understood only as revolutioniz ing practice." 

The opposite of the Utopian efforts to overcome the bourgeoin 
system of exploitation was the conspiratorial attempts of vulgar 
pre-Marxist communism-    The contention that it is possible to get 
rid of the suprem-.cy of the bourgeoisie by a conspir-cy of a group 
of individuals utterly devoted to their Ideals was based on the 
same metaphysical divorce of dream from reality.    Where the social- 
ist Utopians extolled the power of example as a means of attaining 
their goal, the pre Marxist advocates of economic ideas relied 
upon the elemental and communistic feelings of the exploited masses. 

Marx dealt with the criticism of vulgar communism in his 
manuscripts. There he says -bout it:    "This communism which denies 
everywhere the person-.lity of man is merely,a consistent expression 
of private property which is thereby denied."    (MEGA III, page 586O 

Especially important from the point of view of overcoming 
Utopian socialism by Marxism is Marx's criticism of Proudhon.    The 
divergence of Utopian sooialism from the real process of social 
development had,  in the doctrine of Proudhon, an especially harmful 

effect in relation to the expanding struggle of the working class. 
Proudhon's aim was to stop the historical development which w s 
leading to the prole tar iz...tinn of the middle class.    No one among 
the pre-Marxist socialists appealed more strongly to the theological 
notions of destiny and eternal ideas.    Criticizing the ideological 
substance of the reactionary theses of Proudhon's doctrines, 

■Marx and Engels proved_that the French political concepts of abstract 
equality on which pre-M^rxist socialism h-.d operated are,   in essence, 
upside down real aims of the bourgeoisie equivalent to Hegel's idea 
of self-consciousness. . 
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Refuting abstract ideas of equality; freedom, and justice 
as a means of overcoming the "injustices" of the bourgeois oraer, 
derived purely from the Age of Enlightenment, Marx and Engels ^ 
examine the real movement of society which occur s in" JJ6^0""..    . 
of class struggles which are,  in their mature form/ always politic... 
struggles.    For Marx and Engels here the study of the le-^B 
historians of the French: Bestoration, whofirst discovered «je  . 
historical importance of class struggle, was,  so far as theoretical 
consequences are concerned, of great significance ^*h^\™f. 
restricted this discovery to the struggle between the bourgeoisie 
and the representatives of the feudal order- _  -■   .      . . 

Marx and Engels, while developing the materialise ^^chine_ 
of the historical mission of the proletariat,  proved for «»_iirs<. 
time in the Communist Manifesto that the class struggle of ™e 

proletariat inevitably culminates in the seizure of .Political power 
by the proletariat end in the use of this power for socialization of 
the mems of production.    Marx's and Engels« • theory of c1^ 
struggle is thus from its very beginning linked with the theory at 
socialist revolution and is the foundation for working out the 
theory of the dictatorship of the proletariat.    The' scientific.. 
socSism of Mnrx, in distinction to the preceding soc^J^1"8' 
has thus/from its very beginning, placed a tremendous emphasis on 

P°litiC?he rise of Marxism as a critical refutation of the theoreti- 
cal predecessors Of Marx and Engels is a process in the course of 
which Marxism separates itself as a scientific i^ology of the 
working class from the body of the bourgeois ideology and .^.te-.^eo 
from the ideology of pre-Marxist socialism. ■ ^   _     _ 

The indivisibility of the three component parts of M rxisji, 
which in perverted form-on the idealisticfoundation--^xisted^ 
separately before Marx, constitutes the main historical t^.sk of 
Marxism:    to present an all-round explanation of the^historic.l 
mission of the working class.    Thus, from the ^ginning * «£\ 
activity of Mrrx and Engels, Mrrxism contains, from the st.ndpo_nt 
of its main task,  the general materialist doctrine on dialectic 
laws of development of the world and society  (philosophy),  the. 
doctrine on the objective position of the vorking clue* ^ ^ f >^ 
of production relations of bourgeois society (political.economy), 
and the doctrine of class'struggle,  subjective r.ndcboectiye condi- 
tions of the victory of the proletariat over the bourgeoisie^ 
(scientific socialism).    Marxist philosophy forms:^ . independent n. rfc 
of Marxism and,  like materialist dialectics,  is a theoretical and 
methodological foundation Of the other two parts of Marxism.,,These 
ptrts are,  however,  not a result of its merely mechanical applica- 
tion since the very unfolding, of materialist dialectics is unthins-- 
able without an elaboration of Marx's political economy ana scientific 
socialism. 
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Marxism o^es the inner unity of its three parts first of all 
to materialist dialectics as the most general doctinre of the 
laws of movement of nature, society, and thought. Materialist 
dialectics, applied to an objective aB method of understanding, 
discovers by means of -analysis of its inner contradictions the 
driving force of its movement and development vhich can he used 
for a purposeful change of the object itself. Materialist dialec- 
tics, as a method of understanding is, therefore, an instrument for 
transforming the material vor Id. 

The general methodological importance of materialist 
dialectics makes the inner unity of the three parts of Marxism- 
Leninism in its elementary form project itself into Marxist 
philosophy, vhich is the unifying foundation of this entire doctrine 
The unity of Marxism-Leninism, then, is reflected in Marxist 
philosophy as the unity of materialism and dialectics. Any separa- 
tion' of political economy from socialism is, therefore, a violation 
of the general methodological instructions of Mrrxist philosophy 
and is alvays harmful to its integrity, its organic unity of 
materialism and dialectics. Thus, separation of one of the three 
parts of Marxism necessarily leads to substitution of metaphysical 
thinking or sophistry for materialist dialectics and to a degrada 
tion of Marxism either to the level of bourgeois objectivism and 
the theory of elementality in the interpretation of socialist 
phenomena, or to a voluntaristic and sectarian understanding of 
the tasks of the proletariat and its political party. The history 
of the old and contemporary revisionism furnishes a vealth of examples 
of theoretical r.nd practical political consequences of disturbing 
the inner unity of Marxism-Leninism. 

Eduard Bernstein, vhile dealing mostly vith political economy, 
tries to separate the proof of the historical mission of the working 
class from the real movement of the proletariat and its material 
foundation in bourgeois production conditions, as c. matter allegedly 
derived from unconfirmed philosophical premises. Bernstein attempts 
to transform Marx's socialism into bourgeois reformism by suppressing 
materialist dialectics as the methhdological foundation of scientific 
political economy and socialism. The liquidation'of materialist 
dialectics, on the contrary, cauBed a disruption between economic 
teaching and socialism, turning them into unconnected disciplines 
one of vhich vas meant to describe the tendencies of economic 
development and the other only to register elemental action of the 
vorking class. 

The disruption of the inner unity of Marxism-Leninism is 
being attempted by different means, although in the contemporary 
currents of revisionism it leads to similar consequences. Thus, 
the Hegelizing representative of contemporary revisionism, 
H. Lefebvre, represents Marxism as having tvo incompatible orienta- 
tions: that of the representatives of Marxist-Leninist politics 
vho, vhile defending the course of socialism in practice, allegedly 
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alienate themselves from Marxist philosophy, and that of the 
philosophers who have nothing to dp with the policy of Communist 
parties hut who, allegedly, develop Marxist philosophy. .And without 
hesitation Lefebvre includes in the second ceteogry the bourgeois 
"Marxologists," members of the order of the Society of Jesus, 

. Chambre and Calveze (see E. Lefebvre, Marxism and French Thought, 
Les Temps Modernes, 1957; P^&s 137K 

.:, Scientific socialism as the scientific .foundation, of-practical 
policy and Marxist philosophy as a conception of the world, expressed 
in the most general features in the work of Lefebvre, fall apart. 
The Marxist philosophy itself, however, assumes .hereby the nature 
of bourgeois philosophy: in theoretical reBjject.it. is deprived of 
3bs materialist foundation (see Lefebvre's argument against objective 
dialectics in "Current Problems of:Marxism."), in practical respect 
it becomes an ally of bourgeois policy and hostile propaganda against 
the camp of socialism. Lefebvre• ■■separates philosophy from the real 
process of social development and does so despite all -declarations 
about the necessity of a philosophically integral vie/w of social-, 
.reality^ .-■■ 

;■-.-- Another example of the distressing consequences • of inner 
destruction of Marxism-Leninism carried out with intent to liquidate 
is'the recent publication, of the book Marxism is a: ' uestion, by 
P. Fougeyrollase (Paris, 1959, ed. du Seuil). Repudiation of th* 
historically verified theoretical contents of scientific socialism 
and the indispensabllity of the dictatorship of the proletariat is 
here -methodically" carried out by pulling the workers movement out 
of production relations examined by Marxist political economy. -..■-. 
The external trimmings referred to in this operation are the 
technocratic theories of Simone Wil and Burnhnm. -Hand in hand with 
these revisionist attacks against the inner - unity of Marxism goes 
the subjectivization of materialist dialectics of Fougeyrollase. 

Thus, every revisionist attempt conspiring against the 
inner unity of Marxism-Leninism is always imbedded in the actions 
against the inner unity of Marxist philosophy itself. This is so b-'icai.,, 
as an organic part of Marxist philosophy, materialist dialectics 
is an indispensable part of Marxism as a Ishole, of Marxism in all 
its parts. In this sense dialectics is the "soul" of Marxism, 
it is its methodological foundation and unifying principle. The 
laws .of ..materialist dialectics manifest themselves in Marxist 
political economy just as much as in scientific socialism; a denial 
of the lavs discovered by these.parts of-Marxism is thus only a • 
special case of denying the existence of laws of materialist dialectic« 
n general. 

The inner unity of Marxism-Leninism.makes it impossible for 
example, to be a Marxist, in political economy and not be a Marxist 
in questions of socialism,- politics, or philosophy* -Equally, so. 
of course, it is not possible, to be a consistent Marxist in 
philosophy and not to know or to deny the theorems of Marxist political 
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economy. Lack of knowledge of Marxist political economy and 
of the theory of scientific socialism is for a philosopher who 
presents himself as a Marxist merely a testimony that his philosoph- 
ical views, even if subjectively documented "by quotation from Marx, 
have "been suspended in the vacuum of abstraction, outside space 
and time of real social events. 

Materialist dialectics and political economy of Marxism (just 
c.s scientific socialism) stand, in respect to method, in general and 
in particular, in relation to each other. When Marx says in the 
introduction to Ccpital that in the analysis of economic forms "it 
is impossible to use either a microscope or chemical reactions," 
he has in mind abstraction as the instrument of understanding — not 
an abstraction of common school-like logic but an abstraction for 
the truthfulness of which answers none other than materialist dialec- 
tics. For this reason no Marxist economist can correctly approach 
the study of special'sources, or truthfully explain materiel 
which he absorbed in his study, if he has not mastered the fundamentals 
of materialist dialectics. In the opposite case there is danger of 
flat empiricism or empty speculation. Even in the reverse case it is, 
however, necessary to emphasize that an elaboration of materialist 
dialectics, even though it might take pL-.ce on the basis of special 
material of the natural sciences, is unthinkable without taking 
into consideration, the theoretical wealth of both remaining parts 
of Marxism-Leninism. 

It was precisely this inner relationship between the dialectic 
aspect of MarxiBt philosophy and the concrete material of political 
economy and scientific socialism that Lenin had in mind when he 
stressed that from the "point of view of Marx and Engels philosophy 
has no. right to special and independent existence, and its material 
falls into various branches of positive science, US a philosophical 
justification it is, therefore, possible to understand either 
confrontation of their requisites with firmly fixed lavs of other 
sciences ... or the experiences derived from the application of 
this theory." (V. I. Lenin, lorks, Vol. 1, pll435). 

This thought of Lenin, was, after the 20th Congress of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet union, taken out of the historical 
polemic and the context of the complete works of Lenin anc". interpreted 
by some young philosophers even in the Soviet Union as a confirmation 
of the supposition that Marxist philosophy does not existas an 
independent scientific discipline. This, however, is a misinterpre- 
tation of the concrete contents of this thought of Lenin. In reality, 
the aforementioned thesis does not speak in favor of liquidating 
tendencies in philosophy but merely emphasizes the unifying importance 
of M-rxist philosophy for the whoie of Marxism-Leninism. 

For us the model of the inner unity of the Marxist-Leninist 
teaching about society remains first of all the work of the classics 
of Marxism-Lenism themselves. The inner unity of the three parts 
has been formed not according to a preconceived and logically 
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arranged pl-.n but in the process of struggle0 and polemics with 
those currents which in the interest of the proletarian- movement 
had to he separated from the working class end its revolutionary 
party. Each Work of the .classics of Marxism--Leninisn, therefore, 
dealt vith a certain historical range of problems which in their 
contents are concerned with one of the three parts of Marxism- 
Leninism. 

In this sense we distinguish among the classics of Mrxism- 
Leninism works primarily economic, philosophic, or political. : Noras 
of these works, however, can he truthfully proclaimed to he 
"professionally" narrowly philosophical, economic, or especially 
"politico theoretical." This is so because narrow expertness, 
as a consequence of divisions of labor and tasks imparted into the 
examined subjects from without, regardless of anner laws, inner 
diversifications'and life, is absolutely alien to Marxism. Marx 
and Engels, and Lenin after them, devoted in .various.works predominant 
attention to philosophy, economics, or the questions of scientific 
socialism depending on the aspect of the struggle of the working 
class which at a given moment was decisive for the future victory 
of the proletariat. 

When examining questions of politics,: economics, or philosophy, 
the classics of Marxism-Leninism never lost sight of the.theoretical 
whole of Marxism •••- its inner unity. The work of the classics of 
Marxism-Leninism is, therefore/ proof that individual parts of 
M-rxism-Leninism form-a dialectic unit which itself is a reflection 
and rational expression of the objective relations between cert;.in 
and particular historical tasks of the proletariat.. Lenin says 
about it:. "Considering the wealth and manifold forms of the 
ideological contents of Marxism, it is not peculiar that ... variouc 
historical periods emphasize one and then another aspect of M.rxism- 
In Russia before the revolution it was especially important to 
apply Marx's economic teaching to our reality, at the time of the 
revolution it: was Marxist policy that won special importance, and 
after the revolution -.- Marxist philosophy.";. (V. I. L.enin;-'.Works, 
Vol. 17, p. 67')    Lenin adds at the same time, however 'that emphasi2:irg 
one or another part in the development of Marxism should by no means 
be construed as meaning that "it is admissible to ignore at .ny 
time certain aspects of Marxism; it Only means that the preponderate 
of interest in one or another aspect does not depend on subjective 
wishes but on the sum total of historical conditions." (ibid.) 

In this way Lenin points out an import.nt fact which some 
would-be ideologists of the working class like to forget: th~.t tb.3 
choice of tasks of a theorist within a Marxist-Leninist party, 
however much the result of his work overshadows the empirical hori 
zon of the prevalent practice, is always subordinated to the concrets 
needs of the movement. Out of the historical sum total of these 
needs --objective needs, and in every given situation quite definite 
needs --• there growsf  in the course of historical development, the 
wholo of Marxism-Leninism ae an organic unity of its parts. 
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The greatness oi Marx and Engels as much is that of Lenin 
rests in the subordination of theoretical activity to the objective 
needs of the workerB movement end in elaborating at the same time a 
scientific ideology of the working class in £.11 its ;..spects down to 
vest theoretical depth.    Lenin's work,  like that of M rx v.nd Sngels, 
historically conceived in the selection of its politics and the 
method of timely solving the problems, forms a dialectic unity with 
the real historical process.    The theoretical struggle in the sphere 
of philosophy, or politic -1 economy or the actual application of 
scientific socialism in politics is here a reflection -nd a part of 
the "basic forms of the struggle of the proletariat inadvertantly 
appearing on the scene of   history, the ideological economic ..nd 
political struggle.    Just as in life these forms of struggle do not 
exist independently but   re closely connected with each other 
forming an inner unity,  so the forms of their rational expression in 
Marxism-Leninism also form an internally monolithic oneness.    The 
common denominator in practice and theory is here the objective 
go..! of the revolutionary movement discovered by science -- dictator 
ship of the proletariat and the victory of socialism and communiem. 

*     *     # 
Cualitatively new tasks confront Marxist Leninist theory in 

the period of transition to socialism.    In this situation the task 
of the Marxism-Leninist p-rty as the leading force of the working 
class und the working masses is no longer that of opposing in its 
own country the natural historical bourgeois social order, bred in 
antagonism.    Today,  in the period of completion of socialism in 
the Czechoslovak Republic, the task of our Communist Tarty, as the 
leading and organizing force in the development of the whole 
social life,  is in a certain sense more varied end demanding 
thai under capitalism and the direct conflict with the class enemy. 
The all-round social tasks of the Communist Party are a result of tho 
fact t& t even after a complete victory of socialism the party, au 
... proved leader of the working messes, remains the directing and 
leading force of all important processes of social life.    The party 
becomes here the main directing and reguL.ting organ, first of all 
of the objective processes which ..re taking piece in socialist 
economics.    In no lesser degree, however;  grows also its regulating 
role in the purposeful m-.nagetment of the superstructural processes 
of social life and in the sphere of rounded education ..nd   re-education 
d>f the -working m.sses in the spirit of socialism.    Thus communists 
are faced with tasks of a scope and mnifold nature never dre...med 
of by the representatives of the capitalist order; which develops- 
in an elemental way. 

Some comrades,  while comparing in their minds socialist 
social order with contemporary capitalism acerbated by production ; narchy 
and dominated by pursuit of the highest possible profits, with a 
multicolored palette of ideological currents ranging from medieval 
obscurantism to intellectualistic fantasies, arrive hastily at the 
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conclusion that socialism a'e ... söcioeconomic formation is in every 
respect simpler than the bourgeois order. These comrades, however; 
confuse two things: the conspicuous colorfulnees of decadent manifes- 
tations of elemental social processes in the camp.of' capitalism and 

■ßie real objective diversification and all-inclusiveriess of social 
processes which take place without advertisement hut all,the more 
surely In the camp of socialism. Prom the point of view of objective 
social structure, the capitalist order as ; result of the blind 
development of commodity relations which degrade the human personality 
and its needs in every respect is an order historically lower and 
also simpler than socialism. 

The socialist order, which develops the production forces of 
society in a planned manner and strengthens social ownership, means 
•u gradual purposeful control over social processes, a government 
of living labor over dead labor, a growing rule of men over things, 
and a satisfaction of the needs of men to an extent not comp.;rable to 
anything previously existing. Beginning with economic processes and 
ending with the creation of artistic works and their enjoyment, 
socialism creates more varied and intensive relations among men/ 
releases creative human powers, and creates higher needs which are not 
possible under capitalism. • Socialism for the first time creates con- 
ditions for ah all-round social assertion of the individual/, and 

; assertion which is riot a priori measured by his participation in 
monetary relations. 

The process of completing the material and technical foundation 
of Socialism/ accompanied by far reaching changes in the class 
structure of society end manifold changes in the way of life of the 
broadest working masses,' socialist reforms of education, the process 
of completing cultural revolution, the social results of shortening 
working hours, the gradual emancipation of women from household 
work ••••all this ■ places exceptionally demanding tasks on the theory 
of M; rxism Leninism as the scientific foundation of the directing 
activity of the party. 

With a certain simplification it is possible to say that 
today Marxist theory faces in our conditions two groups of questions; 
the first, which is more and more.coming to the fore, is in its sig- 
nificance connected with the need to mafce general knowledge of 
the empirical experiences from building socialism and the application 
of Marxist-Leninist theory in the practice of its construction. 
In connection with the main task -- completion of the material and 
technical foundation of socialism from the standpoint of cognitive a„id 
generalizing activity of the party, questions of economic theory 
still stand in the forefront. These are the questions, as the 11th 
Congress of the KSC again emphasized, to which it is first necessaiy 
to direct our attention both in developing Marxist-Leninist theory 
and in the ideological education of party members and the working 
masses. Along with this main task) as was also stressed by the 
11th Congress of the KSC, other aspects of Marxism-Leninism must 
net be neglect el,- 
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The second group of problems, in decline with vhich it is 
necessary to marshal the. entire theoretical wealth of Marxism- 
Leninism, is connected with the demand for the most effective 
fight on the ideological front. Especially in recent years has the 
necessity of an effective, penetrating; and convincing criticism 
of "bourgeois ideology and of the revisionist onslaughts come to 
the fore. The prospect of peaceful coexistence, continually insured 
by the indefatigable efforts of the Soviet Union and the entire 
socialist camp, offers principled ideological struggle as an indis- 
pensable factor in the peaceful competition with capitalism. 

The manifold tasks which our epoch of the completion of social- 
ist construction and gradual transition to communism imposes on Marxist- 
Leninist theory can be successfully fulfilled only on condition that 
the division of labor, indispensable for a profound elaboration of 
certain problems and questions, not have as a result harmful splitting 
of the inner unity of Marxism-L-eitinism. 

The historical justification of this demand stems from the 
fact that socialism can be built only through the conscious activity 
of the people while maintaining and expanding the centr-1 management 
by the party of all socially important processes with growing partici- 
pation of the working people in the management and administration 
of social life. The inner unity of Marxism-Leninism is here a 
theoretical prerequisite of the very ideological unity of the party 
and the starting point of the moral and political unity of the people. 

Considering the complexity and diversity of the theoretical 
and educational tasks, it is also necessary to insure the prerequisites 
for the fulfillment of the demand for strengthening the inner unity 
of Marxism-Leninism. 

The demand for the division of l.bor, or rather specialization, 
has often led, among' various working units and theoretical workers 
in the recent past, to a professionalistic conception of the 
individual tasks and questions of Marxist-Leninist teaching. 
Permanent handling of certain individual parts of Marxism-Leninism 
by various workers of the ideological front and the historically 
justified efforts to promote specialization in particular questions 
within these parts have frequently resulted in disregard for the 
total Marxist conception of the given problem. 

In the past we have had a chance to observe the consequences of 
a lifeless and professionalistic conception of specialization in the 
teaching of Marxist-Leninist theory in some philosophic and pedagogic 
working units, particularly in the field of philosophy. 

Because of preferred professional interests cf certain officials 
there had appeared, on the one hand, elements of a positivistic con- 
ception of the important questions of dialectical materialism, a 
conception which stands apart from the social conditions of the 
development of human understanding, and, on the other hand, no less 
harmful attempts to substitute speculative means of philosophy for 
the cognitive functions of the social significance of the other two 
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remaining parts of Marxism-Leninism,' to elevate philosophy above the 
real process of history and the actuc.1 'tasks of the party. These 
tendencies in our philosophy were examined and Justly condemned in 
the resolution of our party of last year concerning philosophy. 
Insufficient knowledge of Marxism-Leninism, as an internally integral 
teaching, is one of the causes of serious shortcomings in the 
practice of some comrades, the resolution specified. 

The present stage in our development especially urgently reqiii^s 
of every worker in the social sciences all-round theoretical training 
no matter what sector of the theory of Marxism-Leninism he is en- 
trusted with, a training which includes, besides a good knowledge of 
a particular section of Marxism-Leninism, also a solid knowledge of 
the rest of it.    It is exactly the necessary process of expanding 
specialization on the one hand and the objective need for thorough 
examination of all socially important phenomena on the other that 
impose the urgent demand on the ideological workers to exp' id his 
professional knowledge in one part of Marxism-Leninism while keeping 
up his study of it as a whole.    Only in this way will he he able to 
meet the demand of contemporary practice.    The most important aid is 
a thorough going study of the theoretical heritage of the classics 
of Marxism-Leninism.    Its integrity and inner thematic diversifica- 
tions have a most profound effect on the unity of Marxism-Leninism- 
A we11-prepared textbook of political economy, scientific socialism, 
and communist and Marxist philosophy would be extremely helpful. 
The new Soviet textbook on the foundations of Marxism-Leninism which 
is now being translated into Czech is an example of a successful 
attempt to bring Marxism-Leninism, as an integral and internally 
uniform teaching of the contemporary problems of socialism and 
cc-janunism, closer to the reader. 

In the interest of further strengthening the inner unity of 
Marxism-Leninism in theoretical and educational work, there is, 
however, an objective condition of no minor importance:    the practice 
of charging individual workers of the ideological front with various 
tasks and problems cannot, as has so far been the case, be left to 
local methods,    assignment of the main tasks to individual workers, 
if it is really to proceed from objective laws of previous develop- 
ment of Marxism-Leninism, can be done centrally only and in compliane- 
with the objective needs of our social development.    The decisive 
work here falls on the Communist Party and its supreme organs.    Only 
through purposeful planning in the vital sectors of the social 
sciences, central coordination of the assigned tasks under the 
initiative of individual working units and with due consideration for 
their special conditions as well as theoretical preparedness., and 
last but not least the aptitude of individuals, will our social 
theory be in a position to fulfill the great tasks imposed by tte 
contemporary stage of the completion of socialist construction. 
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